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constituted. Thus those who are at present concerned
to maintain the supremacy of Parliament as against
threats of Direct Action or against individualist objec-
tions and resistance on conscientious grounds,1 or
against'powerful corporations inside the State, can look
back to Hobbes as the great champion of unlimited and
indivisible sovereignty and as the real father of their
faith.
But where Hobbes differs from the Prussian theorist
is in his negative attitude to government. He merely
asks his ruler to keep the peace : the sovereign need
not concern himself with < improving ' his subjects, if
such a thing were possible ; he has no positive function
at all. And here our natural sympathies are with
Hobbes. Despotism is bad enough, but naked des-
potism, if despots we must have, is far preferable to
despotism swathed in the garments of self-righteous
culture and wearing the broad phylactery. By all
means let Leviathan provide people with a fair chance
1 Note that this does not refer to all conscientious objection
to military service. The Act of 1916 gave Parliamentary
sanction to conscientious objection, but the Tribunals very
largely refused to apply the Act. Now what was an objector
to do ? Leviathan had admitted his right to nis views, but
Leviathan, in order to find out what objectors were conscientious,
had to make use of officials who often believed that none of
them were. When the conscientious objector had been refused
exemption by the Tribunals his position was peculiar. If he
accepted military service, as Leviathan, through the Tribunals,
now ordered, he would admit the fact that he had hitherto been
a fraud ; if he still refused, he might be disobeying the State,
whereas he sincerely wished to be law-abiding. Of course,
some objectors were out to fight the State to the last as being
an artificial capitalist institution denying the true international
association of human brotherhood (i.e. they put Natural before
Positive Law). But others accepted the State, and would have
obeyed it if the State had not made such conduct on their part
absolutely self-contradictory.

